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security, independence and honour. This territory is often
described as the body of the national organism and the language
PS its soul. In the ideology of almost every nation, therefore, its
,,.storical territory is looked upon almost as a living personality
which cannot be partitioned without destroying it altogether.1
The symbolic value of the historical territory constitutes tHe
greatest of all difficulties for a fair settlement of national conflicts.
Many territories are regarded by more than one nation as their
national heritage on equally strong grounds, and as a rule the
idea of a compromise seems to them as repulsive as the idea that
a person should agree to lose a limb of his body for a material
compensation.

4. FACTORS DETERMINING THE FORMATION OF TERRITORIES

Views on the historical development of the national territory
vary according to the-political ideology of the historian, Nation-
alists, tending to identify nation with race, believe that a com-
munity of blood and the concomitant common character and
sympathy were fundamental in demarcating the territory. Con-
servatives stress the influence of dynastic policy and wars in
bringing together and unifying nations. Liberal Democrats
think that the community of language and civilization led to a
spontaneous striving for unity and that unification was effected
by self-determination. Socialists usually attribute the formation
of large national territories to the influence of capitalism aiming
at wide markets. All these views contain some truth, but the
exclusive application of any of them to politics has often had
dismal consequences.

A community of language and civilization and interests may
certainly foster a common outlook in politics and thus influence
the development of a national territory. But democrats have
usually exaggerated the spontaneity of movements for national
unity and liberty. History shows that for a very long time
peoples have tenaciously stuck to their small homelands, and
have never evinced a longing for merging their individuality into
a large nation. In most cases large national territories and
common institutions have been formed by kings and statesmen

1 Lord Curzon in 1905 partitioned the immense province of Bengal into two halves
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in the interests of better administration.   Cf. L.
p. 385. This measure was felt by Indian nationalists as an outrage to Indian
nationality, and aroused an enormous storm of indignation, followed by a campaign
of terrorism, boycott, and other revolutionary acts. The measure, though in itself
beneficial, had to be modified.